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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application is requested in view of the above 
amendments and the following remarks. Claims 1, 7, and 12 are hereby amended. 

The amendment of claims 1 and 7, reciting that the slit is formed along the side of the 
chip and extends continuously from a first position that is closer to the first comer of the chip, 
than to the second corner of the chip, to a second position that is closer to the second comer of 
the chip, than to the first corner of the chip, is supported, for example, by Figure 1 . The 
amendment of claim 12, reciting "the first slit facing and extending along the first side of the 
semiconductor chip, the second slit facing and extending along the second side of the 
semiconductor chip", is supported, for example, by Figure 1. 

Claims 1, 4, 6, and 12 were rejected as being unpatentable over Glenn (US 6,281,568) in 
view of Nakamura (US 5,986,333). Applicant traverses this rejection. Claim 1 requires that 
each slit is formed along the side of the chip and extends continuously from a first position that is 
closer to the first coiner of the chip, than to the second comer of the chip, to a second position 
that is closer to the second comer of the chip, than to the first comer of the chip. Similarly, 
claim 12 requires that each slit extend along the side of the semiconductor chip. Nakamura does 
not suggest a slit formed along the side of a semiconductor chip where the slits are discontinuous 
with each other at the comer of the chip, as required by claim 12. Nor does Nakamura suggest a 
slit extending continuously from a first position closer to the first comer of the semiconductor 
chip (than to the second comer of the chip) to a second position that is closer to the second 
comer of the chip (than to the first comer of the chip), as required by claim 1. Rather, Nakamura 
teaches slits (78) which are discontinuous between two adjacent comers of the semiconductor 
chip (see Figure 12). Further, the linear slits (79) taught by Nakamura do not face and extend 
along any sides of the semiconductor chip (50), and are not discontinuous with each other at the 
comer of the chip, as required by claim 12. Favorable reconsideration of claims 1, 4, 6, and 12 is 
requested. 
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Claim 2 was rejected as being unpatentable over Glenn, in view of Nakamura, and further 
in view of Kurafuchi (US 5,410,182). Applicant traverses this rejection. Kurafuchi does not 
remedy the deficiencies of Glenn and Nakamura, as previously noted. Applicant is not 
conceding the correctness of the rejection as applied to the rejected claim. Favorable 
reconsideration of claim 2 is requested. 

Claim 5 was rejected as being unpatentable over Glenn, in view of Nakamura, and further 
in view of Gang (US 6,566,1 68). Applicant traverses this rejection. Gang does not remedy the 
deficiencies of Glenn and Nakamura, as previously noted. Applicant is not conceding the 
correctness of the rejection as applied to the rejected claim. Favorable reconsideration of claim 5 
is requested. 

Claims 7-10 were rejected as being unpatentable over Glenn, in view of Gang, and 
further in view of Nakamura. Applicant traverses this rejection. The combination of Glenn, 
Gang, and Nakamura fails to suggest a slit which extends continuously from a first comer of the 
semiconductor chip to a second comer of the semiconductor chip, as required by claim 7. 
Favorable reconsideration of claims 7-10 is requested. 

In view of the above, favorable reconsideration in the form of a notice of allowance is 
requested. Any questions regarding this communication can be directed to the undersigned 
attorney, Douglas P. Mueller, Reg. No. 30,300, at (612)371-5237. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MERCHANT & GOULD P.C 
P.O. Box 2903 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-0903 
(612) 332-53/ 



23552 

PATENT TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Dated: April 1.2005 



DPM:mfe 




)ouglas P. Mueller 
teg. No. 30,300 



PAGE 9/9 * RCVD AT 4/1/7005 2:07:13PM [Eastern Standard Time] « SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/3 « DNIS:87293D6 * CSID:61 23329081 ■ DURATION (mm-ss):02<44 



